








































































































  Nice  Constitution  Lisbon  Total 









3  0  6  2  3  3  17 
 
 














National Post  4  0  2  0 
Globe and Mail  2  1  0  0 
 








































  Political  Economic  Critical  Uncritical 
 
National Post  11  2  7  1 
Globe and Mail  6  2  0  2 
 








































  Political  Economic  Critical  Uncritical 
 
National Post  4  2  1  1 
Globe and Mail  6  0  1  2 
 
Total  10  2  2  3 
 
Only the National Post has focused on economic aspects surrounding the Lisbon Treaty, 
reporting on its relation to the Irish economy.  The coverage was still markedly political.  The 
National Post only began reports on the treaty in the days leading up to the Irish referendum.  
The Globe and Mail began reports earlier, during the treaty’s development.  The focus of both 
newspapers’ coverage has been a repeat of the coverage of previous treaties, focusing on the 
Irish referendum and subsequent rejection. 
The National Post has assumed a more balanced tone concerning the Lisbon Treaty, with 
one critical editorial and one uncritical.  However, the critical editorial is especially scathing.  Its 
title, “A Triumph for Democracy”, refers to the Irish ‘No’ vote. 
As with the Constitution coverage, the National Post focuses on the heroism of the individual 
versus the EU foe.  The article condemns the practice of repeat referendums—giving the 
impression that it has happened many more times than once—and calls it the 
“‘Zimbabweanization’ of European politics” (16 June 2008).   
The Globe and Mail has also been more balanced on the Treaty of Lisbon, featuring one 
critical editorial which, like those of the National Post, claims that EU leaders “intend to subvert 
democracy” (Globe and Mail 14 June 2008).  However, this subject also inspired two of the most 
pro‐EU editorials in the study, in which the authors expressed enthusiastic approval of the 
Lisbon Treaty (Globe and Mail 15 December 2007 and 19 June 2008). 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Conclusion 
 
Coverage of EU treaties by Canada’s national newspapers was surprising in some ways 
but predictable in others.  In contrast to the overwhelming majority of coverage that economic 
issues receive in EU coverage by the National Post and Globe and Mail, and contrary to the 
hypothesis of this study, very little attention was paid to that dimension of the treaties.  In fact, 
only 17.5 per cent of the articles were economic in focus, with each paper devoting virtually 
equal proportions of their treaty coverage to economic issues.  The coverage by the Globe and 
Mail was closer to expectations in that it discussed the impacts of the treaties on the 
international market, but overall there were far fewer such articles than anticipated. 
Clearly the majority of the articles had a political focus.  While a number discussed the 
politics and provisions of the treaties themselves, most were concerned with speculation on and 
coverage of the national referenda.  One of the possible explanations for this concentrated 
coverage is quite simple: the national votes were much more exciting than the treaties 
themselves.  Newspapers of all levels of credibility are, after all, businesses that profit from 
garnering public attention.  The results of this study would be quite different if House of 
Commons discussion were analyzed instead.  It should be noted, though, that Canadian 
coverage is often sparse and incomplete; this may create incorrect perceptions of the EU. 
The National Post surpassed the Globe and Mail in total treaty coverage.  This was 
expected, as the National Post typically pays more attention to nation‐level EU developments 
and the three treaties observed, because of the national referenda, fell into that category. 
Finally, both newspapers adhered to their political tendencies.  The National Post was 
almost exclusively critical of the EU integration and intervention.  It regularly characterized 
individuals and nations as victims of an overly powerful and undemocratic EU.  The Globe and 
Mail, with one exception, also performed as expected in this area.  In general, it supported the 
EU and its treaties. 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